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Z The MAILING DATt of this communication appears on the cover she et with the correspondence egress - 

Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 

I after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of wmmumrauon. statu torv minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timety. 

- ft the ceriod for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a ^^^^^^^ m MONTHS from the mailing date of this commun.cahon. 
I ™oStre P r^ (35US.C.1133). 

" ^Jett^ 
1 earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

I 1)Q Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)H This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance ■^SKl" * 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex pa/te Quayle, 193& uu. , «:>o 

Disposition of Claims 

4) I2 Claim(s) 1^34 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 23-34 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) P22 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. ^ 

10) D The drawings filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

1 Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

11 ) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)Q approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 1 1 9 and 1 20 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim forforeign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No 



3D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
aDDlication from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)) 
♦SeetheattacK , 

14) D Ac k now.edgment is made of a claim for domestic pnorrty under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provis,ona. appl.cat.on). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been rece^ 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic pnonty under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 

Attachments lnt erview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(3) . 

1) 13 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) , pTncMm 5 ) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948 * LJ 

3 M information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 2 . 6) U Other. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1. Claims 23-34 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b), as 
being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic or linking claim. 
Applicant timely traversed the restriction (election) requirement in Paper No. 5. 

Applicant traverses that the restriction between the article/method would not impose a 
serious burden. It is submitted that a process claim would require a search in other class, i.e., 
493. Furthermore, the method claims has other limitations, e.g., the folding of the blank, that is 
specific to the method claims and consideration of these limitations would impose serious 
burden. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the various coated and uncoated 
regions should be shown in different shade areas, ore adhesive in claim 1, the uncoated stripe 
going through the knock-outs, and the coating in claim 4 must be shown or the feature© 
canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Furthermore, a cross section through each of the knock-outs and the punch scores must 
be shown to show what comprise these elements. 

A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office 

action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will no. be held 

in abeyance. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

The claims are confusing with respect to the recitation "coated" and/or "uncoated". 

Coated and/or uncoated with what? 

It is unclear what comprises "uncoated knock-outs". Are these holes or perforated 
regions in the blank? The specification fails to shed any meaning to the term. 

It is unclear whether the coatings recited in claim 10 are the same as the coatings as 
previously recited in claim 1. If yes, this is a double inclusion. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign xounlxy orin public use or on 
saleS Sis country, more than one year prior to the date of apphcaUon for patent m the Uruted States. 

6. Claims 1,3,6, 7, 14, 16, and 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Cassidy (5029714), or in the alternative, over Cassidy in view of Wein (5044503). 
Cassidy teaches a folding carton having a first panel 28 having a plurality of punch scores at 
portion 52, a second panel 34 having a surface facing the surface of the first panel and it is at 
least partially coated with abseal at areas 46 and plurality of uncoated knock-outs at portion 50. 
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Please note that Cassidy presented adhesive as an alternative to PET, see col. 3, line 1. Thus, in 

this alternative, then portions 50 are uncoated areas for adhesive. 

In the alternative, to the degree applicant argues that areas 46 and 48 are not coated areas 
as claimed. Wein teaches that it is known in the art to coat abseal ink between adhesive areas 
(col. 2, lines 5-6). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide abseal 
ink in the areas 46 and 48 between adhesive areas in Cassidy as taught by Wein to provide the an 

alternative abseal material. 

Regarding claim 6, panel 28 is the adhesive panel, and panel 34 is the right panel as 

claimed. 

Regarding claim 7, Cassidy teaches a front panel 16, a left panel 24 hingedly attached to 
the front panel 16, and a back panel 14 hingedly attached to the left panel and the adhesive panel 
as claimed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cassidy. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use water-based adhesive in Cassidy to 
provide an alternative adhesive. 

9. Claims 5-10, 21, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cassidy rejection, as set forth in paragraph 6, in view of Van Dyke e. al. (3096918). Van Dyke 
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teaches that it is known in the art to provide a container with a sealing system on a container with 
an adhesive panel 27 and a right panel 16. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to use the sealing system of Cassidy in the container of Van Dyke to provide the desired 

sealing for the container. 

Regarding claim 8, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to move 
the one of the closure flaps 22 so that one of them is hingedly attached to a back panel 14. 

Regarding claim 10, note that there is a coating 13 on both sides of the container as 
shown in Fig. 3. 

10. Claims 10-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cassidy in 
view of Jensen (6026956). Cassidy meets all claimed limitations except for the UV varnish. 
Jensen teaches that it is known in the art to provide varnish for coating (col. 2, lines 53). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide coatings of UV varnish in 
Cassidy as taught by Jensen to provide the desired sealing material for the container. 

Conclusion 

11. in view ofthe 112 matters as set forth above, the allowability ofclaim(s) 2, 4, 12, 13, 15, 

17 can not be determined at this time. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tri M. Mai whose telephone number is (703)308-1038. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 7:30am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lee W Young can be reached on (703)308-2572. The fax phone numbers for the 
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organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703)305-3579 for regular 
communications and (703)305-3579 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703)308-1 148. 

Tri M.Mai ~)<^*-v 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3727 
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